together, the whole of this book is much greater than the sum of the eleven articles. This is not just because Hunter has slightly amended the original papers to add cross-references to the others, although this is undoubtedly useful, and off-sets the inevitable repetition resulting from their original composition as separate pieces. The book is greater than the sum of its parts because-Hunter sees it as a model for something much more ambitious than a study of one "great man" in the history of science. Hunter sees it as a model of how intellectual history should be written (p. 14). What this amounts to, and the origins of this idea can be traced back far earlier in Hunter's work, is a belief in the value of collective biographies, but now conceived on a grand scale. The approach Hunter has in mind is a long way from the collective biography of the fellows he saw himself as presenting in his early study of the Royal Society (The Royal Society and its fellows, 1660-1700, 1982, and 1994) . Hunter is now calling for a collection made up of Boswellian biographies. "Primarily," he writes, "I see intellectual history as comprising the study of individual reactions to common problems: hence the best route to a proper understanding of intellectual change in any period seems to me to be an intensive scrutiny of the intellectual personality of each thinker, drawing on all available sources in an essentially biographical manner" (pp. , and Antonello La Vergata brings into relief the tensions between biological and sociological interpretations of fertility in European intellectual history from 1798 to 1930. Despite the book's title with its implication of a global perspective, none of the essays looks farther afield. Given the re-emergence of "Malthusianism" in twentieth-century fears of "overpopulation" in the Third World (particularly India), this Eurocentricism is surprising. Indeed, the majority of the essays focus on the nineteenth century and only two foray into the twentieth when the term "population bomb" was coined.
Together the essays deepened my understanding of Malthus's legacy as a political economist, demographer, and moral philosopher. They help to demystify the man and contextualize his ideas. As a collection, however, the book struck me as odd in the sense that there does not appear to be a particular theme or purpose around which the individual studies are organized. In his introduction, Brian Dolan writes that he hopes the contributions will "provide new historical perspectives on ways of recontextualising, interlinking, and comparing themes central to Malthus, medicine, and morality over the last two hundred years". With such an ambitious yet nebulous goal it is inevitable that significant gaps will exist in a single volume. Still, it is unclear why these nine essays were selected to comprise a collection. In the long history of educating doctors, any mention of women until recently was rare indeed. Even twenty-five years ago, it was still something of an anomaly for a historian to be much concerned about the subject of women in medicine. Today, all this has changed and it often seems that
